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imj -Y TO nj'FTCR ACTIO N DATED OC TOBER 28^2002 



Dear Sir; 



fn an Onicc Action mailed on October 28, 2002, claims 1, 2, 5, 8, 9, 11-13, 16-22, 25, 
28, 29, 3 1 -33 and 36-'10 were rejcclod under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Aral 
and >'osliizawa claims 3, 14, 15, 23, 34 and 35 were rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
uiipatejilal)le over Arai, Yoshiznwa and ITclm; claims 4 and 24 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
lt)3(:i) as bciiia unp;itcatnble over Arai, Yoshi/awa and Cowell; and claims 6, 7, 10, 26, 27 and 
30 wore rqicclcd under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) a.<5 being unpatentable over Arai, Yoshi/.awa and 
DrciHer, T lie<ic rejections arc discussed in the eon-esponding sections below. 

The nielliod of claim 1 include.'; determining memory upgrade options to expand the 
number of memory devices based on a residual memory capacity of the computer system. 

In conlrast lo the limitations of claim 1 , neither Aral nor Yoshizawa teaches or suggests 
dotcnninini' njcmory upgrade options to expand the number of memory devices based on a 
ru!;idiial memory capacity of a computer system. In this manner, Arai neither teaches nor 
suj.'.}jc&l.s determining memory upgrade options, but rather, Arai is di rected to allowing a user to 
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